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Supplemental Material
Forest, Funnel, and P-Curve Plots

Figure S1: Funnel Plot of Agreeableness and Attitude
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Figure S2: P-curve of Agreeableness and Attitude
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Note: The observed p-curve includes 47 statistically significant (p < .05) results, of which 44 are p < .025.
There were 28 additional results entered but excluded from p-curve because they were p > .05.
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Figure S3: Forest Plot of Agreeableness and Attitude
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Figure S4: Funnel Plot of Agreeableness and Behavior
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Figure S5: P-curve of Agreeableness and Behavior
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Note: The observed p-curve includes 15 statistically significant (p < .05) results, of which 14 are p < .025.
There were 22 additional results entered but excluded from p-curve because they were p > .05.



Figure S6: Forest Plot of Agreeableness and Behavior
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Figure S7: Funnel Plot of Conscientiousness and Attitude
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Figure S8: P-curve of Conscientiousness and Attitude
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Note: The observed p-curve includes 47 statistically significant (p < .05) results, of which 41 are p < .025.
There were 32 additional results entered but excluded from p-curve because they were p > .05.



Figure S9: Forest Plot of Conscientiousness and Attitude
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Figure S10: Funnel Plot of Conscientiousness and Behavior
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Figure S11: P-curve of Conscientiousness and Behavior

100% — ——— Observed p-curve
Power estimate: 78%, Cl(61%,89%)
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Note: The observed p-curve includes 23 statistically significant (p < .05) results, of which 17 are p < .025.
There were 18 additional results entered but excluded from p-curve because they were p > .05.
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Figure S12: Forest Plot of Conscientiousness and Behavior
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Figure S13: Funnel Plot of Extraversion and Attitude
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Figure S14: P-curve of Extraversion and Attitude

100% - ——— Observed p-curve
Power estimate: 96%, CI(91%,98%)

-------- Null of no effect
Tests for right-skewness: pgy < .0001, pygr < .0001
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Note: The observed p-curve includes 33 statistically significant (p < .05) results, of which 28 are p < .025.
There were 42 additional results entered but excluded from p-curve because they were p > .05.
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Figure S15: Forest Plot of Extraversion and Attitude
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Figure S16: Funnel Plot of Extraversion and Behavior
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Figure S17: P-curve of Extraversion and Behavior

100% — ——— Observed p-curve
Power estimate: 80%, CI(58%,92%)
-------- Null of no effect
Tests for right-skewness: pgy < .0001, pygr < .0001
i - ——— Null of 33% power
r— Tests for flatness: pgy = .9992, phar = -9999, Psinomial = -9059
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Note: The observed p-curve includes 16 statistically significant (p < .05) results, of which 11 are p < .025.
There were 20 additional results entered but excluded from p-curve because they were p > .05.
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Figure S18: Forest Plot of Extraversion and Behavior
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Figure S19: Funnel Plot of Honesty-Humility and Attitude
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PERSONALITY AND PRO-ENVIRONMENTAL BEAHAVIOR

Figure S20: P-curve of Honesty-Humility and Attitude

100% — ——— Observed p-curve
93% Power estimate: 99%, CI(99%,99%)
\ -------- Null of no effect
Tests for right-skewness: pgy < .0001, pygr < .0001
i - ——— Null of 33% power
r— Tests for flatness: pgy; > .9999, Pprar > -9999, Pginomia = -9999
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Note: The observed p-curve includes 14 statistically significant (p < .05) results, of which 14 are p < .025.
There were 2 additional results entered but excluded from p-curve because they were p > .05.
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Figure S21: Forest Plot of Honesty-Humility and Attitude
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Figure S22: Funnel Plot of Honesty-Humility and Behavior
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PERSONALITY AND PRO-ENVIRONMENTAL BEAHAVIOR

Figure S23: P-curve of Honesty-Humility and Behavior
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100% - \ Observed p-curve
Power estimate: 99%, CI(99%,99%)
-------- Null of no effect
Tests for right-skewness: pgy < .0001, pygr < .0001
i — — -~ Null of 33% power
r— Tests for flatness: pgy; > .9999, Pprar > -9999, Pginomia = -9999
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Note: The observed p-curve includes 6 statistically significant (p < .05) results, of which 6 are p < .025.
There was one additional result entered but excluded from p-curve because it was p > .05.
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Figure S24: Forest Plot of Honesty-Humility and Behavior
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Figure S25: Funnel Plot of Neuroticism and Attitude
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PERSONALITY AND PRO-ENVIRONMENTAL BEAHAVIOR

Figure S26: P-curve of Neuroticism and Attitude

100% — ——— Observed p-curve
Power estimate: 87%, CI(77%,94%)
-------- Null of no effect
Tests for right-skewness: pgy < .0001, pygr < .0001
i - ——— Null of 33% power
r— Tests for flatness: pgy; > .9999, Prar > -9999, Pginomia = -9943
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Note: The observed p-curve includes 28 statistically significant (p < .05) results, of which 25 are p < .025.
There were 45 additional results entered but excluded from p-curve because they were p > .05.
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Figure S27: Forest Plot of Neuroticism and Attitude
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Figure S28: Funnel Plot of Neuroticism and Behavior
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Figure S29: P-curve of Neuroticism and Behavior

100% — ——— Observed p-curve
Power estimate: 5%, CI(5%,31%)
-------- Null of no effect
Tests for right-skewness: pgy = .5168, par=.1897
i - ——— Null of 33% power
r— Tests for flatness: pgy = .0412, phar = -9812, Pginomial = -2431
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Note: The observed p-curve includes 9 statistically significant (p < .05) results, of which 5 are p < .025.
There were 28 additional results entered but excluded from p-curve because they were p > .05.
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Figure S30: Forest Plot of Neuroticism and Behavior
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Figure S31: Funnel Plot of Openness and Attitude
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Figure S32: P-curve of Openness and Attitude

100% — ——— Observed p-curve
Power estimate: 99%, CI(99%,99%)
87% === Null of no effect
\ Tests for right-skewness: pgy < .0001, pygr < .0001
i \— - — - Null of 33% power
r— Tests for flatness: pgy; > .9999, Pprar > -9999, Pginomia = -9999
a 75% -
o
it
N
Q
it
‘o
0 1

o 50%
o
]
il
c
Q
o
| .
QS 25%

0% -

[ [ [ [ I
.01 .02 .03 .04 .05
p-value

Note: The observed p-curve includes 63 statistically significant (p < .05) results, of which 61 are p < .025.
There were 11 additional results entered but excluded from p-curve because they were p > .05.
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Figure S33: Forest Plot of Openness and Attitude
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Figure S34: Funnel Plot of Openness and Behavior
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Figure S35: P-curve of Openness and Behavior

100%

2

a 75%

o

?

8

[T

o 50%

(e]

S

c

Q

o

S 25%
0%

g59,——— Observed p-curve
\ Power estimate: 99%, CI(99%,99%)

-------- Null of no effect
Tests for right-skewness: pgy < .0001, pygr < .0001

- === Null of 33% power
Tests for flatness: pgy; > .9999, Pprar > -9999, Pginomia = -9999

.01 .02 .03 .04 .05
p-value

Note: The observed p-curve includes 22 statistically significant (p < .05) results, of which 22 are p < .025.
There were 15 additional results entered but excluded from p-curve because they were p > .05.



Figure S36: Forest Plot of Openness and Behavior
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